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REPLY 

Commissioner for Patents 
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

In complete response to the Office Acton mailed June 6, 2006, reconsideration of the 
subject application in light of the following remarks, pursuant to and consistent with 37 
C.F.R. § 1.1 16, are respectfully requested. 

Although the Office Action has been made final, the Examiner has alleged three new 
grounds of rejection vmder 35 U.S.C. § 103. Exhibits A-O are attached hereto as evidence of 
the state of the art as it relates to the alleged bases for these rejections. This evidence was not 
earlier presented, because it is responsive to the new allegations of the Office and this is 
Applicant's first opportunity to respond to the present rejections. 

As will be shown, each of the new groimds of rejection is not supported when the 
broader context of the totality of the state of the art is given due consideration. The proposed 
combinations would have been contrary to the accepted state of the art at the time the 
application was filed. When the totality of the state of the art is taken into consideration, it 
becomes clear that the presently claimed invention would not have been obvious. 
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